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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgements 

1 . Claims 1-27 are pending in this Office Action. 

2. This Office Action is given Paper No. 2008031 0 for reference purposes only. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 8-17 and 20-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over P. Deborah Clark (US 531 1423) in view of Hockler (US 401 1434). 

3. With respect to claim 1, 9, 13 and 21-24 Clark teaches a location identification 
codes at a location, the method comprising: 

a. providing at least one machine-readable location identification code at the 
location to provide location information for the location (column/line 2/49-53); 

b. providing the person with a reader for reading the at least one machine- 
readable location identification code at the location (column/line 16/58-63); 
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Clark does not explicitly teach tracking and recording the arrival and departure 
time of a person at a particular location. However Hockler teaches: 

c. on arrival of the person at the location, reading a first-read machine- 
readable location identification code in the at least one machine-readable 
location identification code using the reader and determining an arrival time 
based on when the first-read machine-readable location identification code is 
read (column/line 2/61-3/2); 

d. on departure of the person from the location, reading a last-read machine- 
readable location identification code in the at least one machine-readable 
location identification code using the reader and determining a departure time 
based on when the last-read machine-readable location identification code is 
read (column/line 2/61-3/2); and 

e. recording service information data comprising the arrival time and the 
departure time (column/line 2/61-3/2). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to Clark with 
Hockler because Hockler involves calculating elapsed time spent at a particular location 
by employees. 

4. Claims 2-4 and 14-16 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 1 and 13. 
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5. Regarding claim 3, Hockler teaches storing identification information for the 
person such that the service information data further comprises the identification 
information for the person (column/line 47-50). 

6. As to claims 5 and 17, Clark teaches providing at least one of a shift report for 
the person over a selected time interval, a location report for the location over a 
selected time interval (column/line 17/28-40). 

7. With respect to claims 8 and 20, Hockler or Clark does not explicitly teach where 
the reader comprises a wireless transmitter, and transmitting the arrival time and the 
departure time from the reader to a storage device. It would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include the badge reader/recorder 101 of Hockler 
(column/line 3/57-60, figure 1A) or the portable scanner 74 of Clark (abstract, Figure 2, 
item 74, (column/line 16/59-63) with a wireless transmitter in order to allow the placing 
of the reader at location where wiring is not present (Ex parte Smith, 83 USPQ2d 1509 
(Bd. Pat. App.&lnt. 2007); In re Wolfe, 116USPQ 443, 444 (CCPA1961)) 

Furthermore, the inclusion of the badge reader/recorder 101 of Hockler or the 
portable scanner 74 of Clark with a wireless transmitter is obvious in view of 
combination of the two prior art patents, since claims are combinations that merely unite 
old elements with no change in their respective functions, and which yield predictable 
results, since neither applicant's specification nor her arguments present any evidence 
that modifications necessary to effect combinations are uniquely challenging or difficult 
for person of ordinary skill in art, and since claimed improvement is no more than simple 
substitution of one known element for another, or mere application of known technique 
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Claims 6-7, 10-12 and 18-19 are rejected by Clark and Hockler in further view of 
Wiggins (US 3648243). 

8. With respect to claims 6, 11 and 18, Clark modified by Hockler teaches the 
method of tracking time spent at a location. However Clark modified by Hockler does 
not explicitly teach providing task identifiers association with the location. Wiggins 
teaches : 

f. providing at least one machine-readable task identifier at the location, 
wherein an associated machine-readable location identification code and 
associated task identification information are determinable from the at least one 
machine-readable task identifier, the associated machine-readable location 
identification code being included in the at least one machine-readable location 
identification code (abstract, column/line 1/35-42, claim 1); 

g. reading the first-read machine-readable location identification code from a 
first-read machine-readable task identifier in the at least one machine-readable 
task identifier on arrival of the person at the location (abstract, column/line 1/35- 
42, claim 1); 

h. reading the last-read machine-readable location identification code from a 
last-read machine-readable task identifier in the at least one machine-readable 
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task identifier on departure of the person from the location (abstract, column/line 
1/35-42, claim 1) and 

i. the service information data comprises the associated task identification 
information for each machine-readable task identifier in the at least one machine- 
readable task identifier at the location (abstract, column/line 1/35-42, claim 1). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Wiggins with Clark and Hockler because the system in Wiggins is necessary to provide 
a record for different jobs by employees for job accounting information. 

9. Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 6 and 18. 

10. As to claim 10, Clark teaches uploading the service information data from the 
reader to a storage device (column/line 16/59-63). 

11. With respect to claim 12, Clark teaches one machine-readable location 
identification code comprises a single code only such that the first-read machine- 
readable location identification code and the last-read machine-readable location 
identification code are identical (column/line 16/53-58). 



Conclusion 
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12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Vereen (US 4509123), Perkins, III, et al (US 60731 14), Sims et al 
(US 5434775), Li et al (US 7136832) and Larson et al (US 6779721). 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRANDI P. PARKER whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 9796. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs. 8-4pm. 

14. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Calvin L. Hewitt II can be reached on (571) 272-6709. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

15. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Calvin L Hewitt II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4137 



